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instructors, and TBE teachers are included ‘in Figures 1 ad’2). ‘We 
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major’ aspects f the Programs implemen! ation and administration. ° They + 
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< - . 4 - 7-~ y i “ 
State Compensatory Education (SCE) funds are. appropriated, for a eic=year 2 
period, after-which additional législation is reqiired for further fund- 
ing. ‘SCE funds for.1981-82 were made available through the actions of’ 
the 1981 Texas Legislature. Austin ISD received’ approxtmately 91, 958- 
in SCE funds ‘for 1981-82. A similar amount will be aliocatell fbt 1982- -83, 
depanding on ‘eligible Pupil count,’ allowing $5 ..00 per pupil. 


The 1981-82-SCE program includes several components at the sidmencagy on ¥ 
pad secondary levels. Each component is briefly described below. > 


Elementary Component 


A total-of 23: teachers, geven of ‘whom are bilingual, will provide assis~.° 
tance to: students at or below the 30th Rercentile in either language 
arts/reading or math. Each SCE teacher will be expected to serve 40-50 
students per day. They will work with students in their regular class= 
room or, if necessary, in a separate room. When ‘working within the : 

" (régular classroom, SCE teachers -will work with students in either the 

' language arts/reading or math bidcks while the classroom teacher is 

“ serving other children with See one of these subject areas. 
The bilingual SCE teachers will be placed in schools with Spanish- 
monolingual or Limited English ‘Proficient (LEP) students that do not 
have certified bilingual classroom teachers 4t the appropriate levels. 
The Department- of Elementary Education will ‘be responsible for,“delivery 
of the instructional program funded through SCE. Funds will bé' avail- 
able for consumable and noncénsumable materials for use with SCE students.» 


a ‘ ° oT aa 


Elementary: Guidance and Cau aunseling : 


“A total of 27° full-time and one half-time counselors, a guidance and * 
counseling coordinator, and a secretary to the coordinator will haye 
25% of their, salaries? funded through the SCE program. The ‘counselors 
will spend at least 25% of their time serving students at or bélow the 
30th percentile im language arta/reading or math._Counseling services 
will include individual and gmall group counseling, parent and teacher 

7 consultattowr,;—ant- coordination. The guidance and counseling coordinator 
‘will be responsible for the delivery of: guidance and counseling’ services 
through.SCE. ‘ 


if “6 . 
Secondary Component 7 7 


Nita Secondary Component includes writing labs, Transitional Bilingual 
Education (JBE) instruction, and junior high. school summer school pro- 
gram.- The junior ‘high/ school summer program will be evaluated through 

“a separate evaluation design. The vetting .J labs and TBE program are ' 
described on the following page. 


Writing Labs , : 

: ‘ ‘ * 
Bight writing lab instructors’and 4 writing lab project’ ‘specjalist will 

~ be funded by. SCE to maintain or establish writing labs at’ Bédicheck, 
Dobie, Pearce, ahd Porter Junior High Schools, and at Anderson, Austin, 
LBJ, Johnston, and Travis High Schools. Each of the writing labs ®111 
be, Staffed by a lab instructor. The lab instructors will not necessarily: 
be certified teachers, but will receive staff development training prior, 
to and during: the school year. The goal of the writing labs, broadly 
defined, will be to, "improve writing skills." Ingtuctors will be jn- 
volved in a variety of activities including individual and small group 
instruction. . Instructors will serve students regardless of achievement * 
level, in order to provide needed services and avoid segregation in the 
use of the labs.~ Instructors will consult with classroom teachers: on’a 

3 variety of writing related topics. The Department of Sécondary ‘Instruc- 
tion will be responsible fpr the delivery of services by the writing 
jabs: 


TBE piogrei ; 124 : - i 


Four transitional bilingual “education teachers and a bilingual coordinator 
will serve LEP students at Fulmore, Martin, and Peace Junjor High Schools. 
There will be an ESOL bilingual aide available for che TBE program. 


Staff development activities for ESOL instruction for TBE teachers will 

be funded by SCE during the school year. Students ‘in‘the TBE program will . 
recejve four hours of instruction per day in math, reading, science, and 
Ergliah_ for speakers of other languages (ESOL) bythe TBE.teacher. Two 
hours per day will be selected’ from the PE/atts block an@ an elective. . 
The Department of Secondary Instruction will be responsible for delivery” 

of the Progtam: 


‘ 
The Planning C mpohent Will consist of ofe planner and a ‘secretary to the 

- planner... The Plannér will play a coordinating tole for the overall SCE 
program, dompletjon of forms, to QMA, budget planning with component iG 
coordinatots, {and senapel, rechad ‘al assistance to different ‘components, 


aS requested, . +. oa 


- $ 2 


disadvantaged Students. “The planner will keep abreast of all state and- 
federal legislation pertaining to compen: ont education and will inform 
appropriate staff persons in the District le ae develo ments, 


The planner will be utilized to assist intthe eodescaitoticacinas for 
monies for programs for educationally disadvantaged students. That 
individual will also prepare report® for grant’ Programs. that Ampact 

eduta Hlonally disadvantaged students. 


: 
Ne sg . . 
The services of the coupehastory: planner will be made available to different 
District.special programs throughout the year that have a major target 
-papulation—low-achfeving students. IncHided among those duties will be the, 
administration/coordination of* ‘Title IV-B, Title We, and District pilot 
project effort. 


Evaluation . a : y, 


The Evaluation Component will consist of one full-time evaluator, one 

1£-time programmer and one half+time secretary» The evaluation staff . 
fin publish the SCE evaluation.design and final technical report, and 

sist in the preparation of the annuél report to the Texas Education ~ 
Agency, The componerit will also monitor the Services provided by’ the _ 
project: The SCE evaluator will serve as district coordinator for -the 
Texas Assessment of Basic Skills (TABS) and act as liaison with TEA on 
TABS-related matters. 


Statewide Assessment of Minimum Competency 


Section 16.176 of Senate Bill No. 350 mandates ‘the annual administration 
sof criterion-referenced instruments to asse8s minimum competencies in 
the basic skills areas of reading, mathematics, and writing. Third, - 
fifth, and ninth graders will be tested in 1981-82 using the Texas 
Assessment of Basic Skills (TABS). The, SCE evaluator will work as 
liaison with _ and coordinate the District’ gs TABS testing. 


81.20 * - on . UB 7 re 
EVALUATION SUMMARY aa 


The evaluation of the 1981-82 § SCE program involves: the” fol lowing, major es ee 


activities. . . . ' vas 
1, the produckiaa of an Evaluatioa Design based on input ecei ved from = is 
2 key SCE perspnnél. . . tw ie ee 
The production of a Final “Report ana a Technical "Report which present 
infotmation aid documents relevant to the decision questions specified, * &. 


-in,-the, Evaluation Design, . Fi , Pca 
7 . oe 
‘3. Partitipation with other SCE staff ‘tn the’ preparation of an annual , meer 
* report to TEA which will describe activities. -and cost of ‘the: 1981-' 82° gt 
. SCE-program. 2 . . i as 
4. Aeting as a Liaison with TEA staff faguciitag the testing of AISD third, ws 
.  £1£th® an@ ninth graders and those students in tenth and eleventh + — # 
‘ grades who havernot shown competency, on the Texas Asgessment of Basic 
~ Skills (TABS). 


5. The production of ‘a Final Report, and a Technical Report describing the , ° *, 
' TABS -assessment project in AISD.” | * ; . on ee 
these’ activities will require the ‘colleétion of ‘nee ssessment, accounta-. he : 
bility, Process, ‘and outcome data. . ' . oy 
Needs assessment data will he collected to-determine the* number af students . 
eligible for SCE services in 1981€82 and anticipated number eligible’ in e/. 
1982-83." Other needs assessment data will be coliected. from SCE teachéxgs’ . 
* and ,counselors. ‘These. data will: identify needs for revision’ in the SCE °.. 
Program as perceived by these -paracnne:s * myn a . 2 


Data from the Student Service | cord, attendance, records ‘fron a 


faciiitators, planning sheets and logs, and Student ynseling Reco: 
Neo be used to monitor progress toward objectives, staff oe ce J 
attendance, and distribution of services to ligible students. . \ 


Process data wil} ‘be used to. determine component specifica and eaeidly 
and the extent to which program objectives have been implemented. Inter 
views” aifd queationnaires wall be used to coplect these data. —. ; 


. « . 


Outcome data will be collected from a variety pt instruments. Scores: on) 

+. the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills CITBS) , the Texas Assessment of Basic ny 

. Skills (TABS), the Sequential Tests of Educational Progress (STEP), and o 
the Language Assessment Battery (LAB) will be used to assess the'impact " ~ 
of SCE programs on student achievement. * ‘ . “3 2° z Y 
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| DECISION uEsTIONS. ADDRES ED - 


If ge is oad ¢ 1982-83, should the Elénentary Instructional’ 

Component be tontinue# as is, modified, or ;didconpinued? : 
-- 7 

If SCE is refunded for 1982-83, should the Secondary Instructional * 

“Component: be concinyed : a as is, wodified, « or ‘discontinued? . 

If SCE ts refunded for 11982-83, aead. the Planning csmponent be. 

continued as is, modified, or discontinued?. 


f 
“te SCE is refundag. th 1982-83,- ‘Should ‘the Guidance ar a Sounoeiing 
Component” be continued, as is, modified, or discontinu d? é 
If SCE is ctunies for 1982-83, * should the Transitional: Bglingval 
Education (TBE) Godponent tbe continued: as is, modified, o 

* discontinued? : : 


VO WB? i 
DECISION aHeuicdead OVERVIEW 


D1, If SCE is refunded for-1982-83, : 2 q a) SCR Blementaty File . 
should the Elementary Instruc-” a eee (ie m. b), SCR Teacher Service Records 
+ tonal Component be continued aw = J : oa - s: . - ¥ 
iu, modified, or discontinucd® * ’ 
ste * 


What porcencebs of eligible, é) LBP Scudent Master File 
LEE students (l.e., these SCE Elementary File, 
at schools without a. 2 , SCE Teagher Service Reconds 
bilingual teacher) vere tone . 
served by SCE bilingual i . 
teachers? ) : 
Did‘ SCE teachers sceve SCE Teacher Service Records 
between 40-50 atudents per ‘ * , 
day? . . 
a 
llow lace ware the achleve- Tres File .- 
mént gains, realized by SCE Teacher Service Recorda 
students served by SCE < - 
teachers? . 
(Were the achlevement gulag , 
realized by SCE students 
* served by SCE teachers 4 
higher than the achlevesant 
gains of Sce-eligsble 
studentg not served?) 


1980-81 Tithe 1 Student Master 
Studentsa now at non- File . 

Title I achools were served SCE Elementary File 

by SCE elementary tescharg?. SCE Teacher Servigh tecordy 


~ REST COPY ANAL 
ms 


a Bo 
DECISION QUESTIONS OVERVIEW. 


Dl-6. What teaching nodes (te, 8) SCE Teacher Questionnaire 
spoll-out, team teaching, 
resource room, etc.) were 
used by SCE teachers? * \ 


How large were the achfove~ a) 1T8S File 

ment gains by teaching mode b} SCE Teacher Questionnaire 
by students served by, SCE . 

tegsehers? =. 


Did SCE teachors teach ‘| a) . SCE Teacher Service Records 
language arts ang math? ~ _ « BS : 
In what proporation? 


02. 1f SCE ts refunded for 1982-83, - 2 June 1982 - Whot were the entry achiove- 2) Composition lab Service , Records . 
should the Secondary Instructional | ~ ; . rent 1&vela of students b) 18S File- Py 
, Component be continued as is, pee served by the composition’ fac) STEP File: * : 
modifies, or discontinsed? ‘|. ’ i : labs? + * 
1 


< * Did low-achieving sud *) 1178S File 
served by composition :labs b)- STEP File 
- realize achievement gaind *{ c) Compogition Lab Setvice Recordg 
larger than low-achipving J 
a@tudents not served by labs? 
Wete these gains assocfated 
with frequency or duration 
in the weleing lab? 


OST on AA 
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— DECISION QUESTIONS OVERVIEW" = * 


DECISION | 
~ DATE 


e. ; : ‘ * 2-3. 


D2-4. 


2-5. 


02-6, 


TE SB 40 'vefundes for 1982-83, * June, 1962 * 
should the Plenning Component be 
continued ga-1s,- modified, or 
discontinued? * 


, Juky 1982 
fs 
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RELEVANT EVALUATION 
QUESTIONS & OBJECTIVES 


Wag there aa.incresse in 

the uge of the composition 
the’ teachers? by 

the studeripe? _* 


Was there an inerevse in 
the wie of the full scope, 
of: the compoal tion lab 
service categories? * 


Ts there ‘a correlation 
“between level oa the 
Fvaluation of Writing 
Sample and achievement 
gaina in Language Arts? 


Was there a different 


Increase tn the Evaluation 


of Uriting Sample levels 
hetween students who 
attended composition labs 
aud those vho did not 
attend? . 


What planaing activities 
were documented by the 
- planner? 


Composition tab Swale Reto rds 
1980-81 
Composition Lib Service, Records 
1981-82 


‘Composition Lab, service Recorde 
1980-83 
Composition Leh, Service Recaedn 
1981-82 


15§S Fite 
STEP File 
Evaluation nf Writing, Sanple 
cores 
a) Cohposition Lab Service Recorés 
b) ‘Evaluation of Writing Sample 
scores \ 


TIONS & OBJECTIVES * 


T€ 608 1a refunded for 1982-83, * i “1, What percentage o€ elégibie * $CB Elementary File 
ahould the Guldance and Counseling students (1.¢,, at or below Student Counsol ag Records 
Component be continues aa is, : Ott percentile and served 
modified, or discontinued? 7 Title f teachera, 
‘ ly served by SCE. 
counselors? : . 


What proportion of setvices | Student Sunol Resords 
were sndlvidual oounveling, ewe 
shall group seesiuns, teacher 

counseling ond conyultution, 

referrel to AISD per@ouel, 

refertal to agency, and 

Parent counseling?” 


“RELEVANT EVALUATION | "INFORMATION SOURCES 


What proportion of services - 

wore fpr academic, éevelop- 

mental behayior, actendan an’ A 
‘Wealth, bared faaily veasens? 


If BCE 19 réfunded for 1982-82, Tuby 4982 4 LEP File 
Bhould the Transicionsl Bilingual Ct SCE/TBE Student Service Records 
Education (TBE) ‘Component be > F . 
continued aa is, modified, er 3 ~ =): _ 
discontinued? ¥ 05-2, Dla students fn che TBE LEP Pile re 

. . progroa realize an achieve- SCB/TRE Student Seevice Records « 


, those eligible but aot 
weryed by TBE? * 


<r 


» dn 1982-82? | 


ay A: 
_ INFORMATION NEEDS 


. , = 
. “ ai : * 


What products and/or activities were d elope. we the, SCE Evaluation 
Component dyring 1981-82? ‘ fe ‘ 
Fd 5 
How dia Austin ISD students perform, by ‘atade and erintetty; on ene: 
Texas. Assessment of Basickiils (TABS)? one oo “2 
7 4 
How did the pantovesace of Austip ISD Students on the TABS in. 
- “1981-82 compare, ty grade and ethnicity, with the performance of~ 
students in Austin IsD who took the test in’ 198 “81 and 1979-80? 


How did current augetin 1 ISD.10th ai lth graders who did npt "score 48 
‘30, or higher on thé TABS in 1980-81, score on the TABS, by ethnigity, 


: _ oe ‘ ‘e “ys 
What. perceritagé of Austin'JSD students, “by ethnicity, who took the 


: TABS in 1981-82 ‘did not meet state erie competency levels? - 


How does the percelitage of ‘students ‘yho. fook: ve TABS in 1981-82 
and did not meét state minimum competency levels comparawith 
ithe percentages for foe and 1979-80? o. 


- ~ ee 


wee 
INFORMATION NEEDS “OVERVIEW 


INFORMATION NEED . DATE * INFORMATION SOURCES 
an a "-] NEEDED aS 40 si 


“T1,. e What! products and/or activities were ’ . | -a) Evaluation Records and Documents 
developed: by the SCE Evaluation Com- B lS s 
Ponent during 1981-82? - ie 


‘12, How did Austin ISD students peetora:* 
by grade and ethnicity, on the Texas 
° Assessment of Basic Skills (TABS) ? 


I3;' How did the performance of Austin ISD * 6-87 } a) ‘TARS File’. 
‘ students on’ the TABS in 1981-82 compare, - 
by grade and ethniaity, with the perfor- 


the test in 1984-81 and pias 


mance of* ae in Austin ISD a took 
8 


14, How did’ current Austin ISD 10t and a) TABS File 

llth graders who did not score 36 or 
higher on the TABS in 1980-81, score. 

- on the TABS, by sherri 1981-827 ° 

15. \nae percentage of Austin ISD students, 8 “| a) TABS Fide 
by “ethnicity, yho took thé TABS ‘in 7 ‘oe 
1981-82 did not meet state minimum. . 
competdncy levels?- - 


How dees the percentage of students ° . F #) TABS File , 
who took the TABS in 1981-82 and did i 

not meet state minimum competency 

levels compare with the percentages 

_for 1980-81 ahd 1979-802, 


Summary of 1980-81 TABS and 
Procedures for Testing 1981-82 


SCE Final Technical Report 
ape 11382 


Summary “of fon-abes sce T Technical 
Report 


Texas Assessment of Basic Skills: 
Results. ; 


Presentation, 
Brochure: 
Keeping Tabs 
on JABS 


Report 


Section in 
Findings 
Volume 


‘Technical 


Report. 


TABS School 
Coordinators” 
‘ 


Supérintendent, 
Administrators, * 
and Public 


Superintendent, 
Administrators, 


’ and Public 


Superintendent, 
Administrators, 
and: Public 


S08 Hianatecy Pile 


“$CR Blemencaty Teachers 


Sprvice Records 
” : s 


. 


Title Y Student Mester 
Vile ” 


2) OVE. 


INFORMATION SOURCES — 
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